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Remarks/Arguments: 

Claims 1-42 are pending. Claims 1-12, 35-36 and 39-42 stand rejected and claims 
13-34 and 37 were withdrawn from consideration by the Examiner. Claims 43 and 44 are 
added. 

Applicants wish to thank the Examiner for the courtesy extended to applicants' 
representative during the telephone interview of July 31, 2007. During that interview, 
independent claims 1, 35, 39 and 42 were discussed and it was agreed that amending the 
claims to include a third peak of the first rigid member disposed within a trough of a third 
one of the plurality of second rigid members or a similar method step overcomes the Cluff 
reference. Applicants have so amended the claims. 

Applicants respectfully request that the Office reissue Form PTO-892 to make of 
record U.S. Patent 5,275,381 to Cluff et al. relied on in the present Office Action, but 
incorrectly referred to in the USPTO Form PTO-892 as 5,272,381 to Millard, Stephen J. 

Drawing Objections 

The Office Action sets forth at page 2, paragraph 1, "The drawings are objected to 
under 37 CFR 1.83(a). ... The Examiner would find a figure on page 9 of the remarks 
submitted 09 April 2007, acceptable." Accordingly, applicants include herewith a revised 
Figure 3 in which the triangular intersection of the first, second and third rigid members are 
specifically pointed out as element 25. The specification has also been amended 
accordingly. Applicants respectfully request the entry of revised Figure 3. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. S 112 

The Office Action sets forth at page 3, paragraph 2, "Claims 2-4 and 6-11 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph...." Applicants have appropriately amended 
the claims and respectfully submit that this rejection is thus overcome. 

Refections Under 35 U.S.C. S 102 

The Office Action sets forth at page 4, paragraph 3, "Claims 1-3, 6-9, 11, 12, 39 and 
42 [are] rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Cluff (U.S. Patent No. 
5,275,381)." Applicants respectfully submit that this rejection is overcome by the 
amendments to the claims for the reasons set forth below. 
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Applicants' invention, as recited in claim 1, includes features not disclosed or 
suggested by Cluff, namely: 

...at least one first rigid member having a serpentine shape 
comprising a first plurality of peaks and a first plurality of 
troughs; 

... a plurality of second rigid members each having a serpentine 
shape and each comprising a second plurality of peaks and a 
second plurality of troughs, 0 a first peak of said first rigid 
member disposed within a trough of a first one of said plurality 
of second rigid members, iO a second peak of said first rigid 
member disposed within a trough of a second one of said 
plurality of second rigid members, and iii) a third peak of said 
first rigid member disposed within a trough of a third one of 
said plurality of second rigid members : and 

... a third rigid member having a substantially linear shape and 
disposed within a trough of said first rigid member and a peak 
of a first one of said second rigid members . (Emphasis added) 

These features are described in applicants' specification, for example, at page 7, lines 1-24. 

Cluff is relied upon as "[disclosing] a triaxial woven structure comprising a first rigid 
member.. .having a serpentine shape and a first plurality of peaks and troughs. ..a plurality of 
second rigid members.. .of serpentine shape and each having a plurality of peaks and 
troughs..., a first peak.. .of the first rigid member and a trough of.. .a second member of a 
second peak.. .of the first member in a trough. ..of a second one. ..of a plurality of rigid 
members, and a third rigid member.. .having a linear shape disposed within a trough of the 
first rigid member and a peak of a second member." Applicants respectfully disagree with 
this overly broad interpretation of Cluff, especially with respect to the peaks and troughs, 
but in an effort to expedite prosecution have further amended claim 1 to include a feature 
also not disclosed or suggested by Cluff, i.e., a third peak of said first rigid member disposed 
within a trough of a third one of said plurality of second rigid members. 

In contrast, applicant invention as recited in claim 1 requires a third peak of said first 
rigid member disposed within a trough of a third one of said plurality of second rigid 
members. 

Applicants respectfully submit that because Cluff fails to disclose each and every 
feature of applicants' claimed invention, the rejection of claim 1 as being anticipated by Cluff 
should be withdrawn and the claim allowed. 
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Although not identical, claims 39 and 42 recite features similar to those of claim 1 
and, thus, are likewise not subject to rejection for at least the reasons set forth above with 
respect to claim 1. 

Claims 2-3, 6-9, 11 and 12 depend upon claim 1 and, thus, are likewise not subject 
to rejection for at least the reasons set forth above with respect to claim 1. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The Office Action sets forth at page 8, "Claims 4, 5, 35, 36, 40 and 41 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cluff." Applicants respectfully submit 
that this rejection is overcome by the amendments to the claims for the reasons set forth 
below. 

As set forth above, claim 1 is not anticipated by Cluff because Cluff fails to disclose 
each and every feature of applicants' amended claim 1. Because claims 4, 5 depend upon 
claim 1, these claims are not subject to rejection as being unpatentable over Cluff. Further, 
claim 35 includes features similar to those of claim 1 and, thus, is not subject to rejection for 
at least the reasons set forth above with respect to claim 1. Claim 36 depends upon 
allowable claim 35, and claims 40 and 41 depend upon allowable claims 39 and 1, 
respectively. Accordingly, these claims are not subject to rejection as being unpatentable 
over Cluff. Applicants respectfully request, therefore, that the rejection of claims 4, 5, 35, 
36, 40 and 41 be withdrawn and the claims allowed. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cluff and 
further in view of U.S. Patent 3,166,299 to Chellis. Applicants respectfully traverse this 
rejection for the reasons sets forth below. 

Claim 10 ultimately depends upon claim 1. Because Chellis fails to make up for the 
deficiencies set forth above with respect to claim 1, applicants submit that the rejection of 
claim 10 should be withdrawn and the claim allowed. 

Applicants note that in the restriction requirement of September 26, 2006, the Office 
set forth that claim 1 is a generic claim. Applicants agree and submit that, even with the 
amendments made to claim 1 during the prosecution of this application, claim 1 remains 
generic and respectfully request the rejoinder of the withdrawn claims (claims 13-34, 37-38) 
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and be given the opportunity to amend those claims in accordance with the amendments to 
claim 1. 

Claims 43 and 44 are added. Applicants submit that claims 43 and 44 include 
features not disclosed or suggested by Cluff, namely: 

...at least one first rigid member having a serpentine shape 
comprising a first plurality of peaks and a first plurality of 
troughs; 

...a plurality of second rigid members each having a serpentine 
shape and each comprising a second plurality of peaks and a 
second plurality of troughs, a vertex of a first peak of said first 
rigid member disposed within a bottom portion of a trough of a 
first one of said plurality of second rigid members and a vertex 
of a second peak of said first rigid member disposed within a 
bottom portion of a trough of a second one of said plurality of 
second rigid member s; and 

...a third rigid member having a substantially linear shape and 
disposed within a trough of said first rigid member and a peak 
of a first one of said second rigid members. 

Although the Office cites certain features of Cluff as being "peaks" or "troughs," there 
is no disclosure or suggestion in Cluff regarding the vertex of a first peak of said first rigid 
member disposed within a bottom portion of a trough of a first one of said plurality of second 
rigid members and a vertex of a second peak of said first rigid member disposed within a 
bottom portion of a trough of a second one of said plurality of second rigid members. 
Applicants respectfully submit therefore that claims 43 and 44 are allowable over the prior 
art of record. 
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In view of the amendments and remarks set forth above, applicants submit that the 
above-identified application is in condition for allowance which action is respectfully 
requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 
RatnerPrestia^ 




Jacque^L. EtKaWicz, Reg. No. 41,738 
Attqprfey for Applicants 

JLE/kpc 

Attachment: Figure 3 (1 sheet) 

Dated: September 12, 2007 

P.O. Box 980 

Valley Forge, PA 19482 

(610) 407-0700 

The Director is hereby authorized to charge I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with 
or credit Deposit Account No. 18-0350 for the United States Postal Service as first class mail, with sufficient 
any additional fees, or any underpayment or postage, in an envelope addressed to: Commissioner for Patents, 
credit for overpayment in connection P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 on September 12, 

herewith. 2007. 



Kathneen P. Carney 
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